
Oct :j, 2006

FCC Public Comments
44~ 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

l',s Q consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
Leqitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
nt:-ler cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after t.he Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
('c'mpanies have dragged their feet. long enough on competitive
ctlternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
maLket. competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

5y adopting content pro~ection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
dvai~able. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
Hill get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
cornpeti tion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Si.ncerely,

Mr. Christopher Burke
2890 W 235th St Apt 4
Torrance, CA 90505-4152

o



Please ~efuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

o..

FCC Pul::<,_ic Ccmrnen ts
44~ 12th Street sw
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
leqitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.
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:.:
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3~./ adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
c~~sumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
pa~ticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm ca~SUffiers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will ge- even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competi t~on.

Mr. David Gruzewski
4455 N Hermitage Ave Unit B
Chicago, 1L 60640-3019

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
c:r:'jllpanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary sel-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
dnd harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
Tndrket (;ompetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.



Oct 4, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

= am sickened by the underhanded attempts of the digital provider
:ndustry to circumvent consumer safeguards and exercise unreasonable
control over the consumer.

As a corJsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
~egitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
'waivers ()f 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
,:ther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
5e~-top boxes, remains good policy today.

No'", ten years after' the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
I~ornpanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
Ciltccnatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The lIintegration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (l1 encoding rules\!) in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
conSUmeL"S to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. with
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
r:he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
;~arm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
cornpeti ti on.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Willie Strickland
17: BLaZ0S Point Dr
'V"ilacc:;', TX 76705-5212



)ct 27, ?006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
'iAla~hington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
leqi timate use of cable TV content_, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) b'y' NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
-,ther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
3e~-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Nov.' ten jrear.s aft.er the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
:::::::':panies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
~~Lernatjves to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation

:ici harming consumers. The "inte~lration ban" will also help
::arket c()mpetitinn prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
::;bi.:city 1.0 make le'Jitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain u,ses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
':-'ompeti tion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freeiom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
har!f\ cor.sumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
wil: get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
:::Jmpeti tion.

F'lease u~fuse requests f-::Jr 'iBivprs of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerel)' ,

Mr. Timothy Drake
1473 Water St
Eaton Rapids, MI 48827-1866

~'~"-'-' _..~._-~_._._._---------



Det 11, 2006

FCC ~ublic Comments
445 12th Street sw
Washington, DC 20554

El...s a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
'daivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 lal III by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
:Jther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
-:ompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
~lternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
J.nd harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
"onsumers "to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
:ompetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
3vailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
)jar-m consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
::»mpeti tion.

Please refuse requests for 'V\i'ai ver s 0 f 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (l) .

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Downey
129:,8 Centre Park Cir Apt 427
Her:ldon, VA 20171-5929

, "

'''_ ..._.,-,.''''~----'---_._-------'_._ .•



Oct 18, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CablecARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a} (I).

Sincerely,

Mr. j ered noonan
2560 Chaney Rd
Dubuque, IA 52001-1609

L'-':'- l i
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Ocl 5, 20U6

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
WashingLon, DC 20554

A~ a consumer interested in procecting competition, innovation, and
leqitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
'Haivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other edble providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

NOv} ten years after the Telecorr,munications Act of 1996, cable
':ompanies have drag(]ed their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
::In:~ harn!ing consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules ll ) in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
-:-:hc> freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
~vailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
l~ompetition.

Ple::tse refuse !:"equests for waiv8rs of 47 CFE 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Turcaz
5(;:5 Pc>rtage St
Yorba Linda, CA 92887-3743

o

--------_.__._---_.
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Oct 5, 2006

b"CC' ?iJb=-.ic Comment.s
445 12th Street SW
WAshington, DC 20554

.;~ a. r=onsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
leqltimCit,e use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
0tller cable providers. The FCC's "inteqration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Nov.) ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
:=:),r:;;-ani es have dragged thei r feet long enough on competi tive
dlternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
rtlarket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
abil itl' to rnake legitimate -lse of recorded content.

Ey ~dopting content. protectioll limits ("encoding rules") in
,:kv:ket no. 97-80, the Comm:issioTi recognized the importance of allowing
ronsumers to make certain uses ;Jf TV content, regardless of a
~iarticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
c:ompeti tion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
thp freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
:';ar:-rl consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
wi:: get even worse it cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competir:ion.

Please refuse requests for Tvaivers of 47 eFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerelj,

':'odd Savoie
t.9? Hartman Cir
}\n'=::.ol:'age, AK 99507-1439

i I!J. ..

_.•........ _._..__...- .._ ....._... ._.._._--~_._-_._--------



Oct. 5, 200tl

t":=':=.: Public Comments
445 12tl-l Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

.n..,,=, q consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitiwate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (l) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
sec-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Novv ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
a::ernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
3nri har~ing co~sumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
dc;cket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's ai' copyright holder's wishes. With
corr~etition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
~i:l get even worse if cable pyc)viders' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competi":.1.on.

Plpase refuse requests for Haivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

S::'Lcerely,

Mr. Robert Brewer
801 S King St Apt 3708
Honolulll, HI 96813-3035



DOCKET flU~ COpy amGli!:'1

Oct 5, ?006

FO: Public Corrunents
445 12th Street sw
Washi ngton, DC 20554

As a CODsumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate llse of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
Haivers of 47 eFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCCls "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Nov} tel: years a::=ter the TE',lecorrtrl',unications Act of 1996, cable
cnmpanies have draCJged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harrriing conSllmers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

~,y adopting content- protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket !,o. 97-80, the Cormnission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certairl uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
corr~etition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm CO!lSUmers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even wurse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

:3irccere.1y,

Mr. RoboLt Brewer
8[11 S King St Apt 37[18
Hono1u1'" HI 96813-3[135



Nov 6, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
thp freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

P.lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Dubinsky
16944 Apache Dr
Greenwell Springs, LA 70739-6201



Nov 2, 2006

fCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (al (11 by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,lI which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
;:ompetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Mr. John Thiers
6175 Cor"ing Rd
Cocoa, FL 32927-8862

~ ,i•..-, I' .
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Oct 7, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

( l i""",H'I',1/:11

FILED/ACCEPTED'

NOV 242006
Federal Communicallon '

Office of the sec:e~;mlssion

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,1I which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopt_ing content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available, The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competi t.ion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Randy Wieck
PO Box 1192
Saint Francis, KS 67756-1192

- ,----..- ··-----·------·--·-"'--·,----~---r-------------------- ----I



::::Jet 6, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
wastlington, DC 20554

HI;: COP'! OmGlrJ."
-I '_'-

FILED/ACCEPTED

NOV 242006
Federal Co

mmunication
omce of /he sec~e:;miSSiOn

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (al (11 by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (" encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
wi:: get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waiver s of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .

Sincerely,

Justin Grevich
7150 Shoreline Dr Unit 3311
San Diego, CA 92122-4915

n' Q



Oct 23, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED

NoV 242006
Federal Communicati

Office of thes~ CommiSSion·.,etary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The Fee's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Please stop giving our couuntry away to corporations .. Time is
overdue for STANDARDIZATION on cable TV STB's. These companies should
be fined for not complying with requirements.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jacob Ballard
6720 Flat Creek Dr
Charlotte, NC 28277-4603

I,

------,--......,..-------------------- ----


